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SPECIAL SENATE INVESTIGATION ON CHARGES AND 
COUNTERCHARGES INVOLVING: SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY ROBERT T, STEVENS, JOHN G. ADAMS, H. STRUVE 
HENSEL AND SENATOR JOE MeCARTHY, ROY M. COHN, 
AND FRANCIS P. CARR 


MONDAY, APRIL 26, 1954 


Unitrep Sratrs SENATE, 
Specia, SuBcOMMITYEE ON INVESTIGATIONS OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, pas C. 

The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to recess, in the 
caucus room of the Senate Office Building, Senator Karl E. Mundt, 
chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senator Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; 
Senator Everett McKinley Dirksen, Republican, Lllinois; Senator 
Charles E. Potter, Republican, Michigan; Senator Henry C. Dwor- 
shak, Republican, Idaho; Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, 
Arkansas; Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; and 
Senator Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Also present: Ray Hi, Jenkins, chief counsel to the subcommittee; 
Thomas R, Prewitt, assistant counsel; Ruth Y. Watt, chief clerk. 

Principal participants: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, a United 
States Senator from the State of Wisconsin; Roy M. ‘Cohn, chief 
counsel to the subcommittee; Francis P. Carr, executive director of 
the subcommittee; Hon. Robert T. Stevens, Secretary of the Army; 
John G. Adams, counselor to the Army; H. Struve Hensel, Assistant 
Secretary of Defense; Joseph N. Welch, special counsel for the Army ; 
James 1D. St. Clair, special counsel for the Army; and Frederick P. 
Bryan, counsel to H. Struve Hensel, Assistant Secretary of Defense. 

Senator Munpr. The committee will please come to order. 

The Chair wishes to express its appreciation to Mr. Carroway for 
having installed a new loudspeaker system which I understand is 
operating much more effectively from the standpoint of our visitors 
in the room and the members of the press than the previous one. 

I have been asked to state that Senator Dirksen is attending an im- 
portant conference which will not detain him perhaps more than 15 or 
20 minutes at the outside. But he wanted me to explain the reason 
why has was not here at the beginning, but he will be here shortly 
thereafter. 

The committee will now come to order, and Mr. Stevens is here and 
he is seated at the witness table. 

Here is Senator Dirksen in response to my promise. And our 
counsel, Mr. Jenkins, will proceed with the interrogatories. 
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TESTIMONY OF HON. ROBERT T. STEVENS, SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY—Resumed 


Mr. Jenkins. Shall we proceed now, Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Munpr. You may proceed. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Stevens, on last Friday, you had detailed the 
events of November 7; is that correct ? 

Secretary Stevens. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Had you or had you not fully covered the events of 
that day when you were dismissed from the witness stand ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir; I fully covered them, Mr. Jenkins, 

Mr. Jenxtns. I will ask you now to tell this committee when your 
next contact was with any member of the investigating staff at which 
time anything was discussed with reference to the issues in this case, 
and particularly whether or not any efforts were made on the part 
of any member of the staff to secure preferential treatment for 
G. David Schine? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, the next direct connection with any mem- 
ber of the staff came on the 16th of November. 

Mr. Jenkins. Will you tell the members of the committee what 
occurred on that date and where those occurrences took place? 

Secretary Stevens. May I go back just a bit in doing that, sir? 

Mr. Jenkins. You certainly may. 

Secretary Stevens. Because the events of the 16th of November 
are related to those of the 13th of November. That was a news 
conference that I held in my office in the Pentagon. The newspapers 
were very much interested in the progress of the Fort Monmouth 
investigation and in other items of Army business. The important 
thing, however, so far as this hearing is concerned, was the statement 
that I made in answer to a question to the effect that as of that 
date, November 13, I knew of no current espionage or spying at Fort 
Monmouth. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you whether or not you have an exact 
copy of the statement you made to the press on November 13, or are 
you speaking from memory ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. I am speaking from memory, but I think there 
possibly may be one available. I do not have it here, Mr. Jenkins, 

I beg your pardon. We do have it here. 

Mr. Jenkins. Will you please read that into the record? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, this is a very long 

Mr. Jenxrns. Only that part of it relating to your statement with 
respect to whether or not there was any current espionage at Fort 
Monmouth. 

Secretary Srevens. I will be glad to do that, sir, but I will have 
to go through it and find out where it was. I am giving you the 
recollection on what the really important point was in the press 
conference. 

Mr. Jenxtns. While your attorney is finding that portion of the 
statement that is relevant, will you pass on to November 16, and then 
we will go back to the statement given the press. 

Secretary Srevens. Well, on November 16, Mr. Cohn came to 
my office with Mr. Carr, and they indicated that Senator McCarthy 
was very much displeased with my press conference. 
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Mr. Jenkins. What, precisely, did they say, Mr. Secretary? 

Secretary STEVENS Mr. Cohn said that Senator Mc ‘Carthy was mad, 
that I had double-crossed him, and words to that effect. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Secretary, I think Senator McCarthy is trying 
to get the attention of the Chair. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Jenkins, I just came in and I missed 
whether or not you developed who instigated this meeting, whether 
Mr. Cohn did or Mr. Carr or Mr. Stevens ? 

Mr. Jenkins. As of November 16, Senator? 

Senator McCarrny. The one that we are talking about now. 

Mr. Jenkins. Would you answer the question asked by the Senator 
from Wisconsin as to who initiated this meeting of November 16? 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Cohn initiated it. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Cohn did. Now go ahead and tell the events of 
that meeting as you recall them. 

Secretary Stevens. As I say, Mr. Cohn indicated that Senator Mc- 
Carthy was very mad and felt that I had double-crossed him, and that 
he did not believe my statement to the press was a correct one. Of 
course, in the meanwhile the press had carried what I had said to a 
considerable extent; the impact of which was that I as of that date, 
November 13, did not know of any current espionage or spying at Fort 
Monmouth. 

Mr. Jenkins. May I ask you while you are that subject, did you 
state in your release to the press that there was no current espionage 
at Fort Monmouth, or did you state there was none that you knew of? 

Senator Munpr. Before you answer, Mr. Secretary, the members of 
the committee are in difficulty because there is a new light added up 
there which shines in our eyes. From the left side of the chairman it 
is difficult even to see the witness. I think that light has either been 
moved closer to the table, or it has been made br ighter, or something. 
It is very disturbing. That was not the case last week. Whoever is 
in charge of the light, please take the necessary corrective steps, 

We will proceed. 

I am sorry to interrupt and if you do not have the question, we will 
ask the reporter to repeat it. 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, I could say, sir, I didn’t make any state- 
ment, I gave out no press release as I recall it, and it was a question 
and answer period with the press. 

I think the important thing here is what I am quoting now from 
this draft, I said: 

So far as the Army is concerned, it did not have any proof that there was any 
espionage. 

Mr. Jenkins. Those were your exact words? 

Secretary Srrvens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins (reading) : 

So far as the Army is concerned, it has no proof of espionage, 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is that correct? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. That was on the 13th? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Now, you were discussing a conference between you 
and Mr. Cohn and Mr. Carr on November 16. Had you fully related 
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= — been said to you on that date by either Mr. Cohn or Mr. 
arr 

Secretary Srevens. Well, I stated the main points to Mr. Jenkins, 
that before and after Senator McCarthy came into the room, I said 
that I was sorry that Senator McC arthy felt as Mr. Cohn indicated 
that he did, but I certainly hadn’t intended to have any such effect, 
and I inquired where he was and found he was in New York, and 
I said I would go to New York and see Senator McCarthy, which 
I did. 

Mr. Jenkins. Why did you go— 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Jenkins 

Senator Munpr. The Senator will address the Chair rather than 
Mr. Jenkins, if he has a point of order. Is the Senator addressing 
the Chair? 

Senator McCarrny. With the young man here taking pictures, 
did I understand the Secretary to say that McCarthy was in the 
room at that time ? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You said Mr. Cohn and Mr. Carr were in the room. 

Secretary Stevens. Correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Who did the talking, Mr. Cohn or Mr. Carr? 

Secretary Stevens. Mostly Mr. Cohn. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you remember anything whatever that was said 
to you on that occasion by Mr. Carr? 

Secretary Stevens. I would say that my recollection is principally 
the points made by Mr. Cohn, and I can’t recall what Mr. Carr said. 

Mr. Jenkins. You made no memorandum of that conversation at 
the time ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And you are speaking from recollection ? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, as a result of what was said to you on that 
occasion, that is November 16, you say that you went to New York 
to see Senator McCarthy ? 

Secretary Stevens. I did. 

Mr. Jenkins. What was the purpose of that visit? 

Secretary Srevens. The purpose of the visit was that I felt that 
Senator McCarthy had misunderstood what I had said at the press 
conference. I felt what I had said at the press conference was cor- 
rect, and I thought I would like to face right up to it, discuss the 
matter out and see where we stood. 

Mr. Jenkins. In other words, make peace? Is that what you mean, 
Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, I wanted to—— 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well, what was the date of that visit to New 
York? 

Secretary Stevens. The 17th of November. 

Mr. Jenkins. Will you tell what transpired on the 17th of Novem- 
ber between you and Senator McCarthy in New York City ? 

Secretary Srevens. I flew to New York in the morning, and I 
took 

Mr. Jenxtns. Did anyone go with you? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, Colonel Clear , of my staff, went with me, 
and Mr. Adams. I invited Senator Mc Yarthy and his staff to have 
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luncheon with me once again at the Merchants Club in New York, 
which I have mentioned previously. That luncheon I should say 
was around 1 o’clock. Senator McCarthy came with Mr. Cohn and 
Mr. Carr, and he also brought with him Mr. Sokolsky, who joined 
with us throughout the period of the luncheon. I, of course, was 
there, and Colonel Cleary was there, and Mr. Adams was there. 

After a few preliminaries, I said to Senator McCarthy or inquired 
of him as to why he was so provoked with me, and he indicated that 
he thought that my press conference had been badly handled, shall 
we say; that I hadn’t given a correct picture as to the situation at 
Forth Monmouth, and he was quite put out about it. 

So we then discussed the question of what should be done about it. 
I indicated that I would be willing to consider issuing a clarifying 
statement if there was one that appropriately could be issued. That 
was discussed. I recall that Mr. Sokolsky, who sat at the far end of 
the table from where I was, took a piece of paper and pencil and 
began to write some notes down, I think trying to formulate some 
possible area of agreement, if you will. 

Mr. Jenkins. For the purpose of clar ific ation, was that or not Mr. 
George Sokolsky, a newspaper columnist 

Secret: ry Strvens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. Go ahead now. 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Cohn also, I believe, made a few notes on a 
piece of paper looking toward a possible statement, and so did Mr. 
John Adams. 

We had luncheon. As I recall it, that was the day when Attorney 
General Brownell was making his TV broadcast with respect to the 
White case. After luncheon we moved into the next room where I 
had asked television to be installed. We watched that for a while, 
and finally there was, I think, general agreement on a program for 
Senator McCarthy and myself to hold a joint news conference. 

By this time I should add that the newspaper people had come to 
Fo ‘Merchants Club in rather substantial numbers. Senator Me- 

Carthy and I went out and visited with them, I should think along 
about midafternoon. 

The substance of my statement was that in saying that I had no 
evidence of current espionage or spying at Fort Monmouth, I was 
speaking for the Army, but I, of course, was not speaking for this 
committee. I made that distinction clear, which didn’t change in 
any way the substance of my statement at the press conference, to wit, 
that I knew of no current espionage at Fort Monmouth. That is the 
statement that I made. 

The Senator and I visited with the press for a few minutes, and 
then that adjourned. 

Shall I carry on, sir? 

Mr. JENKINS. Do you have any record of the exact statement you 
made to the press in New York City on this date, that is, November 17? 

Secretary Srevens. Of course, it was an extemporaneous statement. 
T am sure it is available in the press coverage of the event, but I don’t 
think I have anything on it here, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is it your position that it was in nowise different in 
substance to your first statement given to the press at the Pentagon? 
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Secretary Srevens. No difference in substance. ‘That is the way I 
felt about it. 

Mr. Jenkins. But worded armen 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, si 

Mr. Jenkins. Designed for the purpose of, shall we say, pacifying 
or modifying the Senator? 

Secretary Srevens. I have been cooperating right along with the 
Senator and his committee, and I wanted to continue to do it. 

Mr. Jenxins. Did Senator McCarthy invite you to come to New 
York City for the purpose of that conference and for the purpose of 
making any changes, if changes were made, in your release to the 
press ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. I initiated it. 

Mr. Jenkins. You initiated that? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. You asked whether or not you should continue, and 
my answer is yes, if you will, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Stevens. Then, with the meeting about to adjourn, it 
appeared that Senator Mc ‘arthy and Mr. Cohn and I think Mr. Carr 
were planning to hold hearings in Boston or in the Boston area the 
next day, and Mr. Cohn indicated that he wanted to see Private Schine 
before going to Boston. 

Senator McCarthy indicated that he also would like to see Private 
Schine. So I said, “All right, I am going back to Washington. I 
will fly you down as far as McGuire Air Base, which adjoins Fort 
Dix.” 

So my party, along with Senator McCarthy’s party, made that 
flight. We landed at McGuire Airbase, and we were met there by 
General Ryan, the commanding general of Fort Dix, by several mem- 
bers of his staff, and Private Schine was also there. 

Mr. Jenxtns. Mr. Secretary, did you ever see Mr. Roy Cohn person- 
ally subsequent to November 17 last year with reference to any issue 
in this controversy and particularly with reference to any effort on his 
part to secure preferences for Schine ? 

Secretary Srevens. After the 17th of November? 

Mr. Jenkins. Right. 

Secretary Stevens. I think not, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Did he ever talk to you on the telephone with refer- 
ence to Private Schine, subsequent to November 17, either in a call 
initiated by himself or by you? 

Secretary Stevens. I do not recall any call at the moment. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Did Senator McCarthy ever discuss Private Schine 
with you subsequent to November 17? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. When was the next time, Mr. Stevens? 

Secretary Stevens. The next time was on the 10th of December. 

Mr. Jenkins. Where did that occur? 

Secretary Stevens. That occurred at luncheon at the Carroll Arms 
Hotel here in Washington. 

Mr. Jenkins. What w as said on that occasion by Senator Mc- 
Carthy to you or to anyone in your presence with reference to Schine? 

Secretary Stevens. Senator McCarthy asked a number of times dur- 
ing the course of that luncheon if Private Schine could be assigned 
to New York. 
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Mr. Jenkins. Who was present at that luncheon, may I ask, Mr. 
Secretary ? 

Secretary Stevens. Senator McCarthy, Mr. Carr, Mr. Adams, and 
myself. 

‘Mr. Jenxrns. Very well. 

Secretary Stevens. Senator McCarthy asked on several occasions 
why he couldn't be assigned to New York at the end of 8 weeks of 
basic training. 

Mr. Jenkins. How many times would you say, in your best judg- 
ment, such a question was asked you or such a request was made by 
Senator McCarthy? 

Secretary Srevens. I would say about three, just as a guess. 

Mr, Jenxrns. I will ask you whether or not on that occasion I un- 
derstood that the Senator was quite insistent about the matter or—— 

Secretary Srevens. Yes 

Mr. Jenkins. Or were those statements made in a casual sort of 
way ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes; I felt that through repetition he was 
quite insistent about it. He also said that he knew of a number of 
cases where boys had been given assignments after 8 weeks of basic 
training. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you know of any case where a boy had been 
given such an assignment after only 8 weeks of basic training! 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir; I didn’t. 

Mr. Jenkins. What were your replies to the Senator? 

Secretary Srevens. I told him that David Schine, like every other 
boy, would have to finish his 16 weeks of basic training. 

Mr. Jenxins. And what were the reactions of the Senator to 
that? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, I am sure that, of course I am sure that 
the Senator knew that I meant it when I said that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did anything else of interest occur at the Carroll 
Arms on November 10? 

Secretary Srevens. I think that was the principal event. 

Mr. Jenxrns. When next, if at all, did Senator McCarthy contact 
you or did you converse with him 

Senator McCarruy. I hate to interrupt, Mr. Chairman. But I 
wonder if Mr. Jenkins would again make it clear who initiated this 
meeting. 

Mr. Jenxins. I will ask this question now: You were talking about 
this conference at the Carroll Arms on December 10. 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was that meeting initiated by Senator McCarthy 
or any member of his staff or 

Secretary Srevens. By them. 

Mr. Jenxrns. By them? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JenKrns. Very well. 

Secretary Stevens. Also, I recall one other item that the Senator 
was talking about; an assignment for Private Schine in New York. 

Mr. Jenkins. Will you stop there? 

Senator Munpr. The Senator has a point of order. 

Senator McCartuy. I just wonder, Mr. Chairman, if the Secretary 
would identify who he means by “them.” I understood Mr. Adams 
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initiated this. And I wish he would tell who initiated this meeting. 

Secretary Stevens. My recollection is, Senator, it was originated by 
your office. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Very well; you may go ahead. 

Now, you say there was one other item of interest that occurred 
on the day of December 10 that you had not related to the committee. 
Will you do so now? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, in connection with a possible assignment 
of Private Schine to New York, Senator McCarthy suggested that 
he might be useful in checking West Point textbooks. 

Mr. Jenkins. And what was your reply to that? 

Secretary Srevens. That Private Schine would have to finish his 
16 weeks’ basic training. 

Mr. Jenxrns. When next, if at all, did either the Senator or any 
member of his staff contact you or you contact them with reference 
to David Schine, if at all? 

Secretary Stevens. I think the next contact was the 14th of 
January. 

Mr. Jenkins. What occurred then, Mr. Stevens, and where did it 
occur ? 

Secretury Srevens. On that one I initiated that meeting—— 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. 

Secretary Stevens. I was—— 

Mr. Jenkins. That is January 14, as we understand it? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes. I was planning to leave for the Far East 
on the 17th, and I had an extensive trip to the Eighth Army, and other 
points in the Far East, coming up. I wanted to have a meeting with 
Senator McCarthy before I left so that I could tell him I was going. 
And he knew I would be out of circulation, so to speak for a while, so 
I asked for this meeting; and it was arranged to meet at 5 o'clock in 
the afternoon, or thereabouts, at the Carroll Arms Hotel. 

Mr. Wricu. Mr. Chairman, I am under the impression that there 
was an item of contact in written form that the witness has passed by 
inadvertently. I call your attention, Mr. Stevens, to a letter that I 
now show you. 

Senator Munpr. He may revert to that and show it in the record. 

Secretary Srevens. I had not forgotten it, but I can answer your 
guestion which related to personal contact. ‘The fact remains 

Mr. Jonxins. Do you Save a letter in your possession from any 
party in interest to this controversy ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. From whom? 

Secretary Stevens. From Senator McCarthy. 

Mr. Jenxrns. What is the date of that letter? 

Secretary Srevens. The letter is dated December 22, and it is one 

which has been previously referred to in this hearing. 

Mr. Jexxrns. Mr. Secretary, will you now read that letter into the 
record for the benefit of this committee and then file it? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. [Reading:] 

Hon. Rorert T. STEVENS, 
Secretary of the Army, 
The Pentagon, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Bos: I have heard rumors to the effect that some of the members of my 


staff have intervened with your Department in behalf of a former staff con- 
sultant, David Schine. This they, of course, have a right to do as individuals. 
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However, as I have told you a number of times, I have an unbreakable rule that 
neither I ner anyone in my behalf shall ever attempt to interfere with or influence 
the Army in its assignments, promotions, et cetera. 

I have discussed this matter with members of my staff, some of whom feel very 
strongly tnat in view of the fact that Mr. Schine is over 26 years of age, attempted 
to enlist in the Army when he was 18, was refused because of a slipped dise in 
his back, and thereupon enlisted in the merchant marine, he would never have 
been drafted except that the extreme left-wing writers such as Pearson, et al., 
started screaming about his case, because he was a consultant for our committee. 
I realize that the decision of the draft board to reopen his case obvicusly was 
unknown to you and far below your level of operations. 

While I am inclined to agree that Mr. Schine would never have been drafted, 
except because of the fact he worked for my committee, I want to make it clear 
at this time that no one has any authority to request any consideration for Mr. 
Schine other than what other draftees get. I think it is extremely important 
that this be made very clear in view of the present investigation which our com- 
mittee is conducting of the Communist infiltration of the military under the 
Truman-Acheson regime. 

Let me repeat what I have said to you before, the course of this investigation 
will in absolutely no way be influenced by the Army’s handling of the case of 
any individual, regardless of whether he worked for my ccmmittee or not, 

With kindest regards, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
Joe McCartuy, 

Mr. 'enxrns. Will you file that, Mr. Secretary, as an exhibit to your 
testimony ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, I will. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, you had passed to the events of January 14, 
s that correct ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sit 

Mr. Jenkins. Will you tell the committee what occurred then? 

Secretary Stevens. I met Senator McCarthy at the Carroll Arms 
about 6 o'clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was that by appointment? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir, initiated by me. 

Mr. Jenkins. Well, who was present on the occasion of that meet- 
ing, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Stevens. Senator McCarthy and I were present alone for 
the first part of the meeting, and we were later joined by a gentleman 
who Senator McCarthy introduced to me as Al McCarthy. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you know him? 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. Jenkins. Have you later learned that he is not related to Sen- 
ator McCarthy, for the purpose of identifying him? 

Secretary Stevens. The Senator told me at the time. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now tell what occurred at the Carroll Arms at 5 
o'clock p. m. on January 14 of this year. 

Secretary Stevens. Well, I explained my forthcoming trip to the 
Far East to the Senator, and I also told him about the fact that David 
Schine was going to be transferred at the end of 8 weeks of basic 
training to Camp Gordon, which is the provost marshal general’s 
center at Camp Gordon, Ga. I told him that that was where the 
criminal investigation school of the provost marshal general’s depart- 
ment was located, and I indicated that if David Schine applied and if 
he qualified, it was possible that he might finally be accepted in the 
school ; but that would depend first of all on David Schine himself and 
his record, and secondly, whether or not he qualified. 

During the course of this meeting, on 4 or 5 occasions Senator Me- 
Carthy brought up the question of whether or not David Schine could 


re 
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be assigned to New York City when his training was over. I said that 
David Schine would have to finish his training. 

Mr. Jenxins. Did the Senator tell you why he would like to have 
Schine assigned to the New York City area ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir, he did not tell me why, but he per- 
sistently asked me. 

Mr. Jenkins. You said 4 or 5 times, Mr. Stevens? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did anything of interest occur on that occasion ? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, I think possibly one item, and that was 
that I was somewhat sensitive to this being asked—this question about 
David Schine being assigned to New York City after his training— 
so when it came up it made an impression on me and finally I said, to 
Senator McCarthy, “Now, you wrote me a letter dated December 22”— 
the one that I have just read into the record, Mr. Jenkins—‘in w hich 
you said that there was not to be any pressure or anything of that 
kind put on the Army, and I would just like to remind you of that 
letter.” The Senator dropped that particular point. 

Mr. Jenxrns. I will ask you whether or not you and Senator Mc- 

‘arthy ever subsequently to that time discussed Dav id Schine. 

Secretary Srevens. I left on the 17th for the Far East and I did not 
get back until the 23d of February, and I don’t think we did. 

Mr. Jenxins. I believe you stated that subsequent to November 17 
you never had any conversation with Mr. Roy Cohn with reference to 
Schine, is that correct ? 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t recall any, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. So your last conversation with the Senator was on 
January 14, this year. 

Secretary Stevens. With wares to Schine, yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Did Mr. Frank Carr ever contact you or discuss with 
you Schine subsequent to the 17th of November ? 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t recall that he did, no, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, Mr. Secretary, you state in your pleadings, as I 
recall, that no less than 65 telephone calls were made to you or to your 
subordinates with reference to favors or preferential treatment to 
David Schine. Is that correct or not ? 

Secretary Stevens. Telephone calls on the subject of David Schine. 

Mr. Jenkins. From the McCarthy investigating committee, you 
mean, or members of its staff? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. There were, I think, all told about 
that number. 

Mr. Jenkins. 65? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. As I recall you state that there were some 19 personal 
contacts with you or members of your staff with reference to David 
Schine, is that correct ? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenxins. Making a total ‘of 84 contacts either in person or by 
telephone with reference to either a commission or eyed tet treat- 

ment for — is that correct # 


to Se saat, 
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Mr. Jenkins. With reference to Schine? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. By that do you mean that not all of them were in 
the form of requests for leaves of absence, escaping KP, and things 
of that kind? 

Secretary Stevens. I think a large number of them were—I know 
a large number of them were for that purpose, but I would not want 
to say that every one of those 84 contacts in which the subject of 
Schine was discussed was for specific preferential treatment. Most 
of them I think were. 

Mr. Jenkins. On the occasion of the last conversation you had 
with the Senator on the 14th of January you had then been in office 
approximately 1 year, lacking perhaps a couple of weeks; is that 
correct ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. About 3 weeks; yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. During that year’s period state whether or not you 
received calls or were contacted personally with reference to any other 
soldier, inductee, or draftee, in any comparable number of times ? 

Secretary Srevens. Positively not. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Stevens, | want to ask you this question: Did 
you feel that these efforts and attempts on the part of this staff on 

ehalf of Schine were made by Senator McCarthy personally, indi- 
vidually, or as a United States Senator on the one hand; or that they 
were made by him not only as a Senator but also as a member of the 
so-called McCarthy investigating committee, with all of its judicial 
powers, we will say? What were your impressions with respect 
to that? 

Secretary Srevens. My impression was, Mr. Jenkins, that Mr. 
Cohn 

Mr. Jenkins. My question was with reference to Senator McCarthy, 
to begin with. 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. I was going to relate that, if I may. 
I was going to say my impression was that Mr. Cohn was tremendously 
interested in Mr. Schine and in having special treatment for Mr. 
Schine. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you mean Mr. Cohn as Mr. Roy Cohn individ- 
ually, or Mr. Cohn occupying the powerful position that he did as 
chief ‘counsel for this investigating committee ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. I mean occupying the powerful position that 
he did of chief counsel for this committee. 

Mr. Jenxins. Do you feel that he used his office in an attempt at 
a perversion of the rules of the Army with reference to the treatment 
accorded an inductee or draftee ! 

Secretary Stevens. I do. 

Senator McCartuy. Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Munpr. Your point of order? 

Senator McCarrny. I think it might be well, in view of this line 
of questions that Mr. Cohn “exerted,” that Mr. Stevens be asked to 
»sroduce the Inspector General’s report on just what consideration 

{r. Schine got. I am curious to know what special consideration he 
got. I think it should be in the record. I am suggesting that you do 
this out of order. Mr. Jenkins may have in mind doing this later. 
I don’t know. 
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Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman, may I state I am about ready to cross- 
examine the witness, and I de ask the Senator to be patient. I think 
those matters will be clarified. 

Senator McCarrny. Certainly. 

Senator Monpr. May the Chair remind all the members of the com- 
mittee and the counsel for both sides that under the rules by which we 
operate, the counsel is to proceed without interruption save only for a 
point of order, and it isa little bit disruptive of counsel’s line of think- 
ing if members of the committee or members of the counsel endeavor 
to anticipate the questions he is about to ask. 

Senator McCarruy. I would like, if I may, for the record, to get 
some information from the Chair. We do not have nearly as many 
admirals here as generals—— 

Senator Munpr. That would not be a point of order. 

Senator McCarrny. There is a question I would like to ask you. I 
would like to know whether any of these generals are here at the re- 
quest of the subcommittee, or whether they are here at the request of 
someone from the Pentagon. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will say that the only person here this 
morning at the request of the subcommittee is Secretary Stevens, who 
is seated behind the microphone. 

Senator McCarruy. Thank you very much. 

Senator Munpr. You may proceed. 

Mr. Jenkins. You have related your impressions and opinions with 
reference to efforts or pressure on the part of Mr. Cohn. 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Getting back to my previous question with reference 
to Senator McCarthy, do you recall what the question is? 

Secretary Stevens. If it is not asking too much, I would appreciate 
having it repeated, Mr. Jenkins. 

Senator Munpr. Is counsel able to repeat it? 

Mr. Jenkins. I don’t mind repeating it. 

Senator Munpr. You may repeat it. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you consider that these requests, these conversa- 
tions, these statements you have related on the part of Senator Me- 
Carthy with respect to Schine, were made by him as a person, an in- 
dividual, or a United States Senator on the one hand; or, on the other 
hand, not only as a United States Senator but as chairman of the 
powerful investigating committee which he headed, with all of its 
judicial powers? In what capacity did you consider he was acting, 
Mr. Stevens, in these various requests made of you by him? 

Secretary Srevens. Mr. Jenkins, at first I thought that it was, you 
might say, a sort of personal thing in some way. That was the way it 
began. But as it went along over a period of time and continued to 
recur, and the chief counsel, Mr. Cohn, showed the vigorous interest 
that he did in the subject, I finally had no other course than to con- 
clude that Mr. Cohn’s activities were with the knowledge and approval 
of the chairman of this committee. 

Mr. Jenkins, I take it that you knew that these various requests 
and pressures you have detailed were occurring simultaneously with 
the investigation of this committee of a department of the Army, to 
wit, Fort Monmouth ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Jenkins. Now, Mr. Secretary, I will ask you whether or not, 
in your opinion, Mr. Frank Carr, a party in interest, considering his 
participation in this general pattern you have detailed, sought to and 
did use his office in an effort to secure favors for David Schine? 

Secretary Srevens. I would say, Mr. Jenkins, that Mr. Carr’s 
activities in this connection were extremely limited by comparison 
with Mr. Cohn’s. I don’t think that he had nearly the interest in 
the subject. He was present at times when it came up. I don’t think 
he did : anything to keep it from coming up. 

sy the same token, in my particular firsthand contact w ith it, Mr. 
Carr did not have anything like the pressure approach to it that Mr. 
Cohn did. 

Mr. Jenxrns. You would say, generally, his attitude was a passive 
one? 

Secretary Srevens. Very largely. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Stevens, I want to ask you this final question on 
direct examination and you may consult your counsel if you desire 
before you answer it. 

Is there any other fact or are there any other facts or circum- 
stances in support of the charges you have made against the investi- 
gating committee about which I have not asked you on direct examina- 
nation that you now want to relate to this committee? 

(The witness consulted with his counsel.) 

Secretary Srevens. I think, Mr. Jenkins, that Mr. Adams has a 
great deal of information that will be presented and which is related 
to many of the areas or points which I directly came in contact with 
this thing. 

Mr. Jenxins. I am talking about the matters peculiarly within 
your own personal know ledge. 

Secretary Stevens. I think I have substantially covered that, 

Mr. Jenxrns. This is in the form of a statement. 

Senator Munpr. Counsel may proceed. 

Mr. JENKINS. You appreciate the fact that my position, Mr. Stevens, 
is a peculiar one, representing the committee, representing neither 
the Army, nor the Senator or members of his staff. And that in a 
proper appraisal of the value of your testimony, a proper evaluation 
of it, a cross-examination is proper so that the committee’s attention 
may be called to any matters that are proper to bring out on cross- 
examination. You appreciate that fact, do you not? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You further know the charges have been preferred 
against you and Mr. Adams by Senator McC Sarthy and the members 
of his staff? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You know what those charges are and you have read 
his document ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrys. Mr. Stevens, your charges in the main against the 
Senator, indeed, as I recall, the only charge you made was that he, 
Mr. Cohn, and Mr. Carr sought to use undue and im arene influences 
to secure preferential treatment for one G. Davi Schine, that is 
correct, isn’t it? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

46620°--54—pt. 5——3 
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Mr. Jenkins. Now, I ask you this: In making a proper appraisal 
in what efforts, if any, were made by the Senator, and the members 
of his staff, is it not proper in your opinion to give consideration to 
the work in which David Schine was engaged with this committee and 
to the work in which the committee was engaged? Is that right, in 
your opinion ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. I think they were entitled to give that consider- 
ation. 

Mr. Jenkins. In short, a dozen calls by Senator McCarthy or any 
member of his staff with reference, we will say, to me, who is not es- 
sential, might be considered unusual and extraordinary, and you might 
consider that unfair pressure was being brought to bear upon you, is 
that correct ? 

Seretary Stevens. I am afraid, sir, that I didn’t quite follow that 
question. 

Mr. Jenkins. All right, hypothetically, assume that Senator Me- 
Carthy and the members of his staff put i, we will say, a dozen calls 
for aman who was engaged in nonessential work, a ditehdigger, and 
I mean no reflection on a ditechdigger. Might that not be considered 
an extraordinary number of times for intercession on behalf of that 
particular individual ? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Assume, on the other hand, that that number of calls 
and that number of contacts were made by and on behalf of a man 
who had special training in the investigation of espionage and of in- 
filtration of Communists in the Army and other departments of the 
Government, whose work of vital importance to the national defense 
and security. Under those circumstances, Mr. Stevens, is it not your 
opinion that the same number of calls put in for the latter-described 
man would not be considered extraordinary ? 

Secretary Stevens. I think it would be considered extraordinary. 
And, if I may, sir, I would like to go back to your first question on this 
subject, because I am not sure but what I misunderstood it. It seems 
to Ine——— 

Mr. Jenkins. Well, the question is this: What would be extraor- 
dinary for one man would not be extraordinary for another, de- 
pending on the character of work the man is in, am I right or not? 

Secretary Srevens. There could be a difference, yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. That is what Lam getting at. 

Now, Mr. Stevens 

Secretary Stevens. Could I go back, because on your first question, 
dealing with this situation, you asked me a question about whether or 
not it was proper to take David Schine’s qualifications into account 
or something of that sort. 

I think that the place and time to do that, Mr. Jenkins, was prior to 
his being drafted and not after he was drafted by selective service 
which is a completely independent arm of the Government. I think 
once the selective-service process worked that it was then incumbent 
upon Senator McCarthy and his staff not to make calls, such as you 
referred to, to the Army. 

Mr. Jenxins. Then it is your opinion that after the processes of 
the draft have been fully completed, and executed, and the subject 
is drafted and in the Army, that regardless of his qualifications or 
the character of work in which he is engaged, be it the investigation 
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of espionage or otherwise, that any effort on the part of anyone 
on his behalf is improper ? 

Secretary Srevens. I won’t say any effort. I think it is perfectly 
all right, and it would all come out anyway through the testing that 
we do with all of the boys that come into the Army as to what his 
qualifications were. And if Senator McCarthy wanted to call it to 
your attention, I would have no objection to it. But I do object 
violently to the amount of attention that was devoted in this par- 
ticular case. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Secretary, is it not a fact that you did make 
concessions to David Schine with reference to leaves of absences, 
passes, and so on ? 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Jenkins, we did, and the reason we did it is 
because, as I said on Friday, we did not want, or I did not want, the 
Army to be in the position of obstructing the work of a committee 
of Congress that at that time was engaged in investigating the Army. 
Therefore, since this consultant to this committee’s staff had been taken 
by selective service, and had been inducted in the Army, or was about 
to be, my position was that in the tapering off process from the time 
he left his assignment as consultant to this committee until he became 
100 percent Army private, that it was reasonable during that change- 
over or transition period that he should be made available for com- 
mittee business, for committee business alone, if it did not interfere 
with his training. 

Mr. Jenkins. And you did do that? 

Secretary STEVENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And he was given an extraordinarily large number 
of passes and leaves of absences, wasn’t he? 

Secretary Stevens. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. And Mr. Stevens, that was because he was a con- 
sultant on a committee attempting to and/or tracking down infiltra- 
tion of communism in the Army, wasn’t it? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. That is right, isn’t it? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, starting with that as a major premise, I ask 
you now to give the Stevens versions, if I may refer to it thusly, of 
the investigation by Senator McCarthy and his staff of Fort Mon- 
mouth. I want your version of the work that was done by the Sen- 
ator and his staff, the character of work they did, the importance of it 
in your opinion, and the necessity for it, or the lack of necessity for 
it as relating to Fort Monmouth. 

Secretary Stevens. All right, sir. The formal hearings which were 
in executive session of this committee in the case of Fort Monmouth, 
started on October 8, 1953. 

I assumed there had been work done by the staff of this committee 
prior to the opening of those hearings. The Army, itself, had, of 
course, been carrying on investigatory work at Fort Monmouth as well 
as elsewhere throughout the Army system, and continuously so. 

We were aware of the history at Fort Monmouth. We wanted to 
be sure that our security situation was in good shape and certainly 
that there was no espionage. We collaborated very closely with the 
FBI in respect of Fort Monmouth, We took up under the new criteria 
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of the new administration matters of security, looking into cases where 
there could be: any possib le question. 

I think prior—in fact, I know that prior to the formal opening of the 
Fort M onmouth hearing, there had been six suspensions in Fort 
Monmouth for security reasons—in other words, cases where individ- 
uals—where there was no question of loyalty involved but for one 
reason or another, either because of derogatory information or because 
the person might talk too much, or something of that kind, those 
cases—it was that type of case that were the six that were suspended 

rior to October 8. 

Mr. Jenkins. They would be poor security risks at Fort Monmouth, 
is that right? 

Secretary Stevens. They might be. 

Mr. Jenxins. I understand. You are saying now that they were 
suspended as a result of the efforts of your agency and not that of the 
McCarthy committee, is that correct ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Six of them? 

Secretary Srevens. Six of them. 

Mr. Jenxrins. Prior to the opening of the formal hearings by Sen- 
ator McCarthy ? 

Secretary Srevens. Following the opening of the hearings and up 
to this time there had been an additional 29 suspensions. 

Mr. Jenxrns. As a result of the McCarthy investigation ? 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir; as a result; I would like to answer this 
way, if I may, because I think you have given me an extraordinarily 
difficult question and I would like to answer it to the best of my ability. 

Mr. Jenxrns. You are entitled to explain. I think maybe we are 
entitled to a yes or no answer, and then you are certainly entitled to 
explain. But if you can’t answer it yes or no, answer it the best way 
youcan. You know my question. 

You say that you procured the suspension of six men, civilian em- 
ployees at Fort Monmouth 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. I think it is in this record abundantly that Fort Mon- 
mouth is the site of a radar installation, is it not ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir; for research and development of it. 

Mr. Jennins. Research and ey and it is tremendously 
important to the security of the Nation? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkrns. Primarily where defenses against the atomic and the 
hydrogen bombs are set up; is that right, Mr. Stevens? 

Secretary Stevens. I would—— 

Mr. Jenxrns, It is one of the sites? 

_Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. I prefer not to elaborate on that, 
sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. 

You had procured the suspension of six men; is that correct? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Prior to the entrance of Senator McCarthy into the 
picture ? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 
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Mr. Jenkins. We are asking you now for your version, and, of 
course, with the understanding that when the time comes we will get 

the McCarthy version. 

Secretary Stevens. Correct; that is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Have any of those six men suspended as a result of 
your efforts been reinstated ? 

Secretary Srevens. Mr. Jenkins, you asked me to give my story 
about Fort Monmouth, and I want to go through that to the best 
of my ability. On the other hand, if you want to go into the detail 
of every single one of those cases 

Mr. Jenkins. No, sir. I have no intention of doing that whatever. 
Tt is just the simple question: Were any of them ever reinstated ? 
I am referring to the six men. 

Secretary Srevens. I can’t answer that; but I can say this: That 
out of the total of 35 who were involved, the 6 originally suspended 
and 29 later, 13 of those have been reinstated in nonsensitive posi- 
tions; that is to say, clerical or other type of jobs where classified 
material is not available to them. ‘That is due to the fact that thus 
far no charges of sufficient substance have been put together to affect 
these 13 people. 

So they have been reinstated in nonsensitive positions pending 
further investigation of their cases to see in a fair American way 
whether or not charges can be preferred. 

Now, in respect to the other remaining 22 cases, 16 of those have 
been heard by hearing boards in the First Army area. Those hear- 
ing boards are in process of making reports on Weis cases. I don’t 
have any reports on any of them as of this present time. 

The six remaining cases of suspended employees at Fort Monmouth 
remain to be heard by a hearing board. 

I would like to say that thus far, and we have indication that 
this will continue, there has been no case in which any one of these 
35 people has pleaded the fifth amendment or refused to answer any 
questions that have been put to them. 

Mr. Jenrins. Senator Stevens—pardon me. Mr. Secretary, I 
don’t know whether that would be a promotion or not. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair didn’t like that “pardon me.” 

Mr. Jenkins. I will apologize to the chairman. 

_ Were there 27 suspensions as a result of the McCarthy investiga- 
tion ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. My answer to that, if I have to answer it yes 
or no, would have to be no. Then I have tos say but. 

Mr. Jenxrne. All right, say but and explain why. 

Secretary STEVENS. The reason I s say but is that I think it is prob- 
ably true that as a result of this committee's activities some of those 
suspensions took effect sooner than they otherwise would have. 

Mr. Jenxins. How many would you say occurred sooner than— 
what you are saying to the committee now, I think, is that if Senator 
McCarthy had stayed out of the picture you would ultimately have 
accomplished the same result that he did; is that right ? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. But don’t you consider, Mr. Secretary, that time is 
of the essence in the detection of infiltration of Communists in the 
Army ? 

Secretary Stevens. I certainly do, sir. 
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Mr. Jenkins. And that the expediting and the segregation and the 
pinpointing of one with communistic leanings is quite important ¢ 

Secretary S1EveENs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You concede that the McCarthy committee brought 
about that result ¢ 

Secretary Srzvens. They speede «1 up the suspension, yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrys. Speeded it up! How many? 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t think I could answer that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Twenty-odd ? 

Secretary Stevens. | just don’t know. 

Mr. Jenkins. Twenty-odd ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. I will try to give you an answer to that ques- 
tion, but I don’t have an estimate of it now. 

Mr. Jenkins. At least there are twenty-odd still under suspension, 
aren't there ¢ 

Secretary Sitvens. Twenty-two, yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. Twenty-two still under suspension ¢ 

Secretary Szevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Now, for the purpose of clarification, I want to ask 
you this question: What person or group of persons or board is re- 
sponsible, is charged with the duty of making an order effectuating 
a suspension ? 

Secretary Stevens. The action originates with the commanding of- 
ficer of the particular installation. 

Mr. Jenkins, That was General Zwicker? 

Secretary Stevens. General Lawton. 

Mr. Jenkins. General Lawton at Fort Monmouth; is that correct ? 

Secretary Strvens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. It originates with him? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is it consummated by him or is it reviewed by a 
board ? 

Secretary Srevens. It is reviewed by the First Army Headquarters 
and then reviewed here in the Department of the Army by what is 
known as a screening board. 

Mr. Jenkins. In other words the suspension is brought about by 
Army personnel exclusively ? 

Secretary Srevens. Army personnel either in or out of uniform; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And neither Senator McCarthy, Cohn, nor Carr had 
one thing to do with determining whether or not a suspension should 
be ms de; they simply revealed the facts in an investigation, and then 
your personnel having those facts before them ruled that the facts 
were sufficient to justify a suspension ; is that correct? 

Secretary Stevens. That is correct, but I would like to add to it that 
we had facts available, also. 

Mr. Jenxins. I do not know exactly what you mean by that state- 
ment. 

Secretary Stevens. I was not sure from the way you stated it, Mr. 
Jenkins, as to whether you meant that the McCarthy committee had 
supplied all of the information on which these suspensions took 
place. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Did the McCarthy committee supply any informa- 
tion that was before this board, the commanding general and the per- 
sonnel of the Army, when these suspensions were put into effect ? 
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Secretary Srevens. I would say they supplied some information. 

Mr. Jenxrns. You would say they did? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. And you would say, and I believe you have said, that 
their efforts resulted in expediting the suspension of these men under 
question about whom there was some question ? 

Secretary Stevens. To some extent; yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. That is correct; is it not? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, Mr. Secretary, you are not trying to minimize 
the efforts of the McCarthy committee; are you? 

Secretary Stevens. Am I trying to? 

Mr. Jenxrns. Yes, that is what I am asking you. 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir, I don’t feel that I am trying to minimize 
the efforts of the committee; I am simply trying to get out here, as I 
know you want me to do, all of 

Mr. Jenxrns. This committee wants you to do it, and so do I. 

Secretary Stevens. The facts I have in respect to Fort Monmouth. 
My own feeling is that it was a yreatly overexaggerated situation. 

Mr. Jenxins. Now, that reflects your feelings and opinions, does 
it not, of that very statement ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. That it was a greatly overexaggerated situation ? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. All right, Mr. Stevens. I believe that you have al- 
ready stated that you as Secretary of the Army were vitally interested 
in cleaning out subversives or those about whom there was any ques- 
tion at the earliest possible moment. That is right; is it not? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And you concede that Senator McCarthy and his 
staff did that very thing; do you not? 

Secretary Svevens i concede that Senator Me Carthy and his staff, 
through the investigation, speeded up to some extent the suspension 
of some people; but we had information about all of these people 
and the action would have been taken, but they speeded it up to a 
certain extent. 

Mr. Jenkins. But the point is that it had not been taken, had it, 
Mr. Secretary ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. It was in the process. 

Mr. Jenkins. You had not? 

Secretary Srevens. It was in the process of being taken; yes, sir. 
You see, under the new security regulations in the Gove rnment, all 
of these types of cases were automatically under a new review. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Ultimately, you say you would have accomplished 
the same result ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. But Senator McCarthy accomplished it before you 
had the opportunity to do it; is that it? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir; I do not quite agree that that is it. 

Mr. Jenxins. You do not agree to that. Now, I understood you 
did, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Srevens. I think that I stated—TI do not want to in any 

way evade Mr. Jenkins in any questions. I want to call them exactly as 
I see them. As I see this case, through the efforts of the committee, 
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there was expedited to a certain extent some of the cases in which 
the suspensions took place. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, very good, I think that arswers the question. 
You would say, therefore, that Senator McCarthy aud his staff did an 
important piece of work that enhanced national security—time being 
of the essence in the detection of Communists or Reds or “pinks” or 
whatever you want to call them—in the Army or any other branch 
of the Government, is that not correct ? 

Secretary Stevens. That question, Mr. Jenkins, I will have to ask 
the reporter to read because it is a rather long one and I am not 
sure I can grasp it. 

Senator Munpr. Will the reporter read the question. 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Secretary Stevens. Well, I certainly agree it is correct to find the 
security risks, loyalty cases, and act on it fast. There is no question 
about that. We are all in accord on that completely. The only thing 
that I say in regard to this, Mr. Jenkins, is having said that in my 
opinion Senator McCarthy’s investigation did speed up to a certain 
extent in a certain number of cases, I would go on and say that in 
respect of the whole overall situation which is referred to in your 
question, that I think it would have been far more effective if we had 
not pursued the publicity tactics that went with this investigation. 
I think that that did a lot of harm in a lot of ways. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you charge Senator McCarthy with the publicity 
that his investigations entailed ? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, whenever Senator McCarthy holds an 
executive session 

Mr. Jenkins. The press is there, I am sure. 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir. The press is there, and they are not in 
the executive session, of course, but when the session is over, Senator 
McCarthy gives them a rundown of how he feels the thing transpired. 
And I feel that, right or wrong, a great deal of misinformation and 
excitement was caused by the reports that he developed after these 
executive sessions. 

Mr. Jenxtns. And, Mr. Stevens, you wanted it stopped, didn’t you? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And, consequently, you wanted Senator McCarthy’s 
investigation stopped, didn’t you? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir; I didn’t want it stopped. 

Mr. JENKINS. You didn’t want it stopped ? 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, one of the charges made against you is that 
you sought to discredit his committee and the importance of the work, 
and do you recall that ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. I never did any such thing. 

Mr. Jenxins. I will ask you, if you haven’t here this morning, on 
the witness stand, damned him with faint praise, so to speak. Haven’t 
you done that ? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir; I think that I have given him credit 
for having expedited to a certain extent some of those cases at Fort 
Monmouth. 

Mr. Jenxins. Haven’t you here on the witness stand this morning 
minimized the importance of his work in the investigation of Fort 
Monmouth ? 
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Secretary Srzvens. I have told you that the work would have got- 
ten done anyhow. 

Mr. Jenkins. I understand it, but you further told us that time was 
of the essence, and it is always too late to lock the barn when the horse 
is stolen, you know that. And, Mr. Stevens, there are now 20 men 
still under suspension, after a lapse of 6 months, suspended by you 
and your personnel, partially as a result of the work of the Meé Carthy 
committee; is that not correct 2 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. May I ask you at this point, who is responsible for 
the reinstatement of those men ? 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t know that I can give that information 
under the Presidential directives, 

Mr. Jenkins. If it violates a directive, or confidential information, 
I withdraw the question. Is that your answer? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir; until I have had a chance to look it up. 
And if it doesn’t violate it, I would cert: ainly like to put it in, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, Mr. Stevens, you understood all along that one 
of the consultants of this very committee whose werk we have been 
talking about was one G. David Schine? 

Secret tary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You understood that, did you not? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you understand that he was somewhat of an 
authority on communism, and had written at least a pamphlet on that 
subject ? 

Secretary Srevens. I think that I knew that he had written a 
pamphlet; yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you ever ask him to mail to you that pamphlet? 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t recall having done so. I might have; 
I don’t recall having done so, Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenxrns. I hand you a letter, if we can find it. [Laughter.] 

Senator Munpt. The Army has had similar difficulties, 1 might add, 
about finding letters. 

Mr. Jenkins. I withdraw the question. I am sorry. 

I hand you a letter dated September 21, 1953, rather, a copy of a 
letter reading as follows: 

Hon. J. P. STEVENS, 
Secretary of the Army, 
Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Mr. Stevens: As I promised, I am sending to you a copy of the 


Definition of Communism which I hope you will find interesting. It was cer- 


tainly a pleasure to see you the other morning, and I hope to see you again in 
the near future. 


With very best wishes, I am 
Cordially yours, 
G. DAvip ScHINE, 
Chief Consultant, Senate Investigating Subcommittee. 

Will you please examine that, Mr. St. Clair, and hand it to the 
Secretary. 

Then tell the committee whether or not. you received the original of 
that letter, together with a pamphlet entitled, ‘Definition of Com- 
munism,” by G. David Schine, which I likewise now hand you for your 
inspection, 
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Secretary Srevens. Yes, I think I recall this now, Mr. Jenkins. I 
am not J. P. Stevens, to whom this letter is addressed——— 

Mr. Jenkins. But you did receive that? 

Secretary Stevens. I assume that I must have received the letter, 
because I now recall having seen a copy of this pamphlet. I also 
recall that I attended a meeting of this committee in executive session 
on September 21, 1953, and no doubt Dave Schine must have spoken 
about this thing at that time. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you know, therefore, that David Schine was a 
consultant member of Senator McCarthy’s investigating committee? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You knew prior to his induction in the service, which 
was on November 3, as we understand it—— 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. That he was actively engaged with Senator McCarthy 
and his staff in the investigation of Fort ‘Monmouth? You knew that, 
didn’t you? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. Mr. Stevens, the first knowledge that you had that 
the Army, of which you were the Secretary, was about to be investi- 
gated by Senator McCarthy, was when you were on the weekend of 
Labor Day in the State of Montana; is that correct ? 

Secretary STEveNS. It was, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You do not know, of course, when the Senator and 
his staff made their plans for the investigation of the First Army 
area, do you? 

Secretary Stevens. No, Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenkins. You read of the proposal of the Senator, to make this 
investigation, in a newspaper in a drugstore in a town in Montana? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir; that was with reference to the three 
original cases in New York City. 

Mr. Jenkins. In the Army? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Their names were given? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You immediately went to the railroad station and 
sent the Senator a telegram, did you not? 

Secretary Stevens. I did. 

Mr. Jenxtns. Up to that time, you had never contacted him, had 
you? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You had never been to Fort Monmouth yourself? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. I went on October 20, 

Mr. Jenxrns. But I say up to that time—— 

Secretary Stevens. Correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. That is, the early part of September, you had never 
been to Fort Monmouth, had you? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir; I had not. 

Mr. Jenxrys. Up to that time you had never directed your inves- 
tigating agency specifically to pinpoint Fort Monmouth and inves- 
tigate it, had you? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes; I had. 

Mr. Jenxrns. You had done so? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Jenxtns. Was that a general order to investigate all of the 
Army posts, or particularly Fort Monmouth? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, as I told you, sir, we had extremely close 
contact with the FBI in regard to Fort Monmouth, and that was a 
little bit different from the usual run of directives that might go out. 

Mr. Jenkins. Asking my question again, had you at that time 
specifically called in your investigating agency and said: “Go to Fort 
Monmouth and see what is going on up there?” Had you done that? 

Secretary Srevens. I hi vdn’t personally called them in and told 
them to go to Fort Monmouth, that is right. 

Mr. Jenxrns. It was a general order to investigate everything and 
everybody connected with the Army, as we understand it, is that cor- 
rect ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir; that is not correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. 

Secretary Stevens. That is not correct, on account of the reference 
that I made, and I hope I don’t have to belabor this point because 
I just don’t like to; but as I say, we had very close relationship with 
the FBI in regard to this particular matter. 

Mr. Jenxrns. But you had no relationship at that time with Sena- 
tor McCarthy and the McCarthy committee, did you? 

Secretary Srevens. No. 

Mr. Jenkins. So did you cut your trip short to come back? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You cont: ncted Senator McCarthy ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Upon coming back, is that right, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Stevens. Immediately. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, Mr. Stevens, the truth of the matter is that on 
that first meeting with Senator McCarthy you sought in every hon- 
orable way, I will say, possible to get him to desist and to let you 


carry on that work, did you not? 


Secretary Stevens. In the first meeting with Senator McCarthy ? 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You did not? 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You say you never did at any time? 

Secretary Srevens. Get him to cease and desist 2 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Stevens, let me ask you this question. I know 
you are human. Irrespective of what efforts you made or didn’t make, 
you would rather he had not undertaken this investigation of Fort 
Monmouth and have left it up to you, had you not? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir, I would not say that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Well, would you deny it? 

Secretary Srevens. What do you mean, would I deny it? 

Mr. Jenkins. You say you won't say it. Iam asking you if you 
will deny it. 

Secretary Stevens. No, because I say—— 

Mr. Jenkins. You don’t deny it? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir, 1 say—— 
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Mr. Jenxrns. You know what the question is. You would rather 
he had not initiated the investigation and left it up to you. 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir. I am perfectly agreeable to working 
with Senator McCarthy’s committee or any other committee of the 
Congress on any subject that affects the Department of the Army. I 
consider it not only a duty but a privilege to work with these com- 
mittees. 

I approached my whole relationship with the Congress on that 
basis, 

May I make one minor correction, Mr. Jenkins, because I think that 
inadvertently—this has just come into my mind—that I made a slight 
mistake in response to one of your questions. That is when you asked 
me if I cut my trip short in Montana, I think you asked me that. 

Mr. Jennins. Yes, I did, 

Secretary Srevens. I think I said yes as we were going along. I 
didn’t. I had planned to leave there on Labor Day and fly back, and 
I didthat. I think I indicated in my wire to Senator McCarthy that 
I was returning by the following morning. That is a minor thing, 
but I don’t want to have it on the record incorrectly. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Stevens, on numerous occasions in your direct 
examination you have told of initiating visits with the Senator and his 
staff and of calls with the Senator and his staff; have you not? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. You have told of initiating visits to New York City; 
is that right? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. I believe—when did you first hear that there was a 
person in this world named G. David Schine? 

Secretary Stevens. I believe that was on the 8th of September, Mr. 
Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenxins. Is that the time that you had coffee at the breakfast 
table in the Schine apartment; that is, the apartment of his father and 
mother ¢ 

Secretary Steven. No, sir; this was when I returned from the West 
and first visited Senator McCarthy on the 8th of September. 

Mr. Jenkins. When was it that you had breakfast or coffee in the 
Schine apartment in New York City ? 

Secretary Stevens. That was the 16th of September. 

Mr. Jenkins. You knew then who David Schine was, did you not? 

Secretary STevENs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. You knew that he was on the McCarthy committee 
and that he was subject to be drafted? That is right, is it not? 

Secretary STEvENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And you knew that he was the son of a multimil- 
lionaire ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir; I would not say I knew that. 

Mr. Jenxrns. The son of very wealthy parents? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, I do not think that I had any knowledge 
of the financial position of the Schine family other than walking into 
the apartment th at morning and seeing that it was a very nice place. 

Mr. Jenxrns. You knew then that he was a controversial figure, did 
you not, Mr. Sceretary, and had been talked about on the radio and 
written up in newspaper columns, particularly with reference to his 
draft status? 
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Secretary Srevens. I know there had been considerable discussion 
about that. 

Mr. Jenxrns. And you went with Senator McCarthy, or at the 
invation of the Senator, to the very home where this boy lived on Sep- 
tember 16, did you not? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Did you not feel like such a visit might compromise 
you or cause some criticism ? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir; I did not. I felt—— 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. Excuse me. Go ahead, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Stevens. I was going to say that I was in New York at 
that time. The first contact with Senator McCarthy was on the 8th of 
September, and I was anxious to follow it up and do all I could to 
expedite whatever actions might be necessary. 1 thought while I was 
in New York I would like to see the Senator, and so I contacted him 
and he suggested that place of meeting. I would have met him any- 
where; it did not make any difference to me. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Secretary, did you ever at any other time become 
a guest in the Schine home in New York City? 

Secretary Stevens. Not in the home, sir. I referred Friday to the 
dinner that I attended in the Waldorf; it was not in their apartment. 

Mr. Jenkins. Given by David’s father and mother? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Attended by Mr. Cohn? 

Secretary Stevens. I understood they gave it. 

Mr. Jenkins. By Senator McCarthy and Mr. Cohn and Mr. Cohn’s 
father, a jurist in New York City, and attended by all of those parties 
and others, I believe you say. 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Including a Mr. and Mrs. Berlin? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Will you identify them? 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Berlin, I believe, is president of the Hearst 
publications in New York. 

Mr. Jenkins. Had pressure been brought to bear upon you at that 
time on behalf of Schine; that is, at this dinner party given in New 
York? 

Secretary Stevens. Had pressure been brought to bear on me? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes. 

Secretary Srevens. Well, the question had been up of a commission 
and various things which I have detailed in the course of my testi- 
mony, Mr. Jenkins; yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. And you found out that calls had been coming in 
for David Schine since mid-July, did you not, and you knew it at the 
time? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And you went for the second time and became a 
guest of this boy’s father and mother? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, Mr. Jenkins, I was in New York. 

Mr. Jenkins. I don’t say that there is anything wrong; it is up 
to the committee to decide that. 

Secretary Stevens. May I give you just a little bit of background 
on that; that is, that I went to New York on my own initiative, with 
the invitation of the Senator, to attend the Fort Monmouth hearings on 
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the 13th and 14th of October. I invited Senator McCarthy and his 
staff to luncheon with me on both of those days. At some time during 
the course of October 13, Senator McCarthy invited me to come to 
dinner that night. Now, I think he had lunch with me and I had 
dinner with him. I paid no particular attention, frankly, as to where 
] was going or W hs at we were going to do. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was it the next morning that David Schine drove you 
somewhere in his automobile? 

Secretary Stevens. It was; the morning of October 14. 

Mr. JENKINS. eres 14% 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, 

Mr. JENKINS. ses you sure about that date? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. October 14? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Where did he drive you? 

Secretary Srevens. He drove me from the corner of 82d Street 
and Park Avenue down to the courthouse in lower Manhattan. 

Mr. Jenkins. And there was a discussion between you and him 
then with respect to his Army status, was there not ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And I believe you said you knew discussions had been 
carried on since mid-July. 

Secretary SreveNns. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Or for a period of some 2 or 3 months? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkrys. Is that correct ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And you knew that he was, in all likelihood, a future 
draftee ? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. Well, I thought he was going to be, 
but I did not know, of course. It was up to Selective Service entirely. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Stevens, did you ever have your photograph 
taken with G. David Schine? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, there were a lot of photographers around 
down there at that hearing, and it could be. 

Mr. Jenkins. But did you ever at your suggestion at a meeting 
anywhere, any time, say that “I want my picture taken with David® 
and have it done? 

Secretary Srevens. I am sure that I never made a statement just 
like you made it there. I mean, if there was a picture being taken 
and there were people around, I might be very apt to say, «Well, 
let us all step in here and have a picture,” but I do not think that I 
ever made any demand to hav e my picture taken with David Schine. 

Mr. Jenkins. I did not say “demand,” but was your picture, after 
David Schine was aida ever taken with you alone at your sug- 
gestion, anywhere ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. After he was drafted ? 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes. 

Let me show you a picture, Mr. Stevens, for the purpose of refresh- 
ing your recollection. I ask you whether or not that is a photograph 
of you, the Secretary of the Army, and David Schine, a private in 
the Army. 
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Secretary Srevens. I unfortunately can recognize myself, but I 
could not guarantee the soldier. 

Mr. Jenkins. My question is, Is that a photograph of you, the 
Secretary of the Army, and G. David Schine, a private in the Army? 

Secretary Srevens. That is me; that is certainly me, and I 
assume 

Mr. Jenkins. What do you say about the soldier boy ? 

Secretary Stevens. I do not know whether that is Schine or not. 

Mr. Jenxins. Well, Mr. Stevens, you know Schine, do you not? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. You know him well? 

Secretary Stevens. That picture does not look very much like him. 

Mr. Jenkins. You have had meetings with him and have been in 
his home and have been in automobiles with him. What is your best 
impression about whether or not that was David Schine? 

Secretary Srevens. I think it probably is. 

Mr. Jenkins. You think it probably is? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you remember when and where it was made? 

Secretary Stevens. This was made at the Maguire Air Force Base. 

Senator Munpr. The photographers will abide by the rule to take 
their pictures from a kneeling or sitting position. It is difficult for 
other people to see what is going on. 

Senator Jackson. I could not get the answer to that question. 

Senator Munpr. I will have to ask the photographers to abide by 
the rule, and that is pretty clear. 

Senator Jackson could not get the answer to the question. 

Senator Jackson. I heard something about Maguire field. 

Senator Munpr. The question was, Where was the picture taken? I 
think the Secretary has not answered. 

Will you repeat the question, Mr. Counsel, and let the Secretary 
answer it all over again ? 

Mr. Jenkins. The question was, What was your best impression 
as to where the picture was taken ? 

What about that, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Srevens. I am sorry, sir, I hate 

Mr. Jenkins. What is your best impression about that picture, 
where and when was it taken ? 

Secretary Stevens. My best impression of this picture is that it was 
taken, the title says, and I imagine that is correct, at Maguire Air 
Force Base, which I referred to earlier this morning, as having been 
the airport adjoining Fort Dix, where I stopped, and after the meeting 
in New York, on November 17, which I gave you the detail on this 
morning. And I would say that this is a picture of, undoubtedly, 
David Schine, and a rather grim looking picture of the Secretary of 
the Army. 

Mr. Jenkins. After the meeting in New York, of November 17; is 
that right? 

Secretary Srevens. May I hasten to say to you, sir, that I have 
many, many times had my picture taken with privates of the United 
States Army, and I hope that I may have that privilege for a long time 
in the future. j 

Mr. Jenkins. How many would you say? 
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Secretary Stevens. Well, if you took them by groups, like over 
there in Korea, it would run into the thousands. 

Mr. Jenkins. Well, there are about 114 million of them altogether, 
are there not? 

What had occurred on that meeting of November 17, in New York, 
in short ? 

Secretary Stevens. That was the meeting where I went up to see 
Senator McCarthy to see if we could get together on the news con- 
ference that I had held in Washington on the 13th. 

Mr. Jenxtns. You went up to make peace with Senator McCarthy, 
didn’t you, to stop this investigation ? 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir, I didn’t go up there to stop the 
investigation. 

Mr. Jenxrns. It wasn’t designed for that at all. 

Now getting back to Schine now, Mr. Stevens, isn’t it a fact that 
you were being especially nice and considerate and tender of this boy, 
Schine—wait, wait, wait, wait—in order to dissuade the Senator from 
continuing his investigation of one of your departments? 

Secretary STEVENS. ‘Positively and completely not. 

Mr. Jenxrns. The treatment you accorded ‘Schine then was just 
what you accorded every other private in the Army ? 

Secretary Srrvens. I certainly would treat privates in the Army, 
one and all of them, the same. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, why did you, the Secretary of the Army, having 
released a statement in which you said that there was no current 
espionage at Monmouth, why did you, when you found out from Cohn 
that the Senator was displeased, take it on yourself, in your high 
position, and having made that statement no doubt with the advice 
and consent of those around you, including your superiors, to go 
traipsing off to New York City, hunting up this man, to change your 
statement and make peace with him, and why then if you ‘weren't 
afraid of him 

Secretary Stevens. I did it because I wanted to continue my policy, 
which is a complete one, of cooperation with the Congress of the 
United States. 

Mr. Jenkrns. Well, you did go up there, and you did make con- 
cessions in that statement, you gave it out worded differently, didn’t 
you? 

Secretary Stevens. As I said, I don’t think there was any change 
in substance, and I didn’t so regard it. 

Mr. Jenxins. Well, it seemed to pacify the Senator. 

Secretary Stevens. He will have to speak for that, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. Mr. Secretary, I call your attention—— 

Secretary Stevens. I beg your pardon. I didn’t catch that. Did 
you ask me a question ? 

Mr. Jenxrns. I am about to. 

Now, you have denied, emphatically, that, as I understand it, that 
you even wanted the Senator to discontinue his inv estigation of Fort 
Monmouth, is that right? 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Jenkins, may I take this opportunity, 

lease, to make a little statement on this subject? I testified last 

‘riday at length with respect to the luncheon meeting of November 6, 
in my office, where the subject of the Fort Monmouth inquiry was 
discussed at length. I also indicated 
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Mr. Jenxktns. I don’t think it is responsive to the question. And 
I object to it. 

Senator Munpr. Will you ask the question and see if we can get 
the Secretary to respond ¢ 

Mr. JeNxins. I will ask you whether or not this is a part of the 
testimony you have given in this case on Friday of last week. It is 
with reference to my question: Did you want him to lay off of you or 
Fort Monmouth or quit his investigating there. And you denied it. 

And I will ask you if you stated this: 

Well, we left here by plane and flew to, I think it was, Eatontown, N. J. There 
was a fair amount of discussion, of course, about the Fort Monmouth discussion 
on the plane going down. I had gained the impression on the previous meeting, 
which was the 14th of October, in New York, that Senator McCarthy was 
approaching the point where he felt that he would turn the prosecution, if you 
will, of the investigation over to the Army. I think this was discussed some on 
the plane. 

So you did talk to him, I gather from that, about turning the 
investigation of Fort Monmouth over to the Army, is that correct or 
not ? 

Secretary Stevens. Certainly. But I still think that I am entitled 
to make a statement I was going to make. 

Mr. Jenkins. I certainly think so, too, and there is no disposition to 
deny you that privilege. 

Secretary Stevens. May I go ahead with that? 

Mr. Jenkins. Certainly. 

Senator Munpt. Proceed, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Stevens. The point I was going to make is this: that 
at the November 6 luncheon where the Fort Monmouth thing was 
discussed, I said I didn’t like this constant hammering in the headlines 
of the Army, because I thought it gave a picture to the public of con- 
siderable espionage or spying at Fort Monmouth which was not in 
accordance with the facts. That is what I objected to. I therefore 
wanted to handle this job myself, but I specifically said, and I think 
you will find it in my testimony, that I wanted to make progress re- 

orts to Senator McCarthy and that if we weren’t doing the job right, 
T austiehea that he would come right back into the picture. 

So at no time did I want him to cease and desist unless we were 
‘apable of doing the job ourselves, in which case there was no necessity 
for it, provided I kept him informed as to what was going on. 

Mr. Jenkins. All right, it was your idea—and I believe you just 
reiterated your position—that the time had then come for the Senator 
to let the Army take over on condition that you render to him from 
time to time progress reports, and if you weren't doing a masterful 
job of it, then he would step back in. Is that correct ? 

Secretary Stevens. That is about the way 

Mr. JeN«KrNS. That is about the w ay it was. Then, Senator—Mr. 
Stevens 

Senator Munpt. We all get confused. We have so many generals 
and Senators and Secretaries. 

Mr. Jenxrns. I don’t know to whom to apologize. 

Senator Munpr. I am sure the recorder will record it properly. Let 
there be no apology. Just proceed. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Then what you are saying is that you didn’t ask the 
Senator to stop his investigation of Fort Monmouth, but merely to 
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suspend it and give you a chance to carry on, and then if you failed, 
to take over again; is that correct ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. That is correct. So insofar as his charge against you 
that you tried to stop the investigation of Fort Monmouth is ¢on- 
cerned, that is not correct. You merely tried to get it suspended ? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins That is right. I think that you wanted as long a 
suspension as possible, didn’t you? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, I suppose that I probably did. On the 
other hand, if we didn’t do the job and do it properly, I wouldn’t want 
a long suspension. The stakes here were too big. T he secur ity of the 
country was involved. I wanted all the help I could get on doing the 
job. 

Mr. Jenkins. Let me ask you this, Mr. Stevens: Is it not a fact 
that a suspension is in effect a stoppage just as the Senator has 
charged ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. No, I wouldn’t think so. 

Mr. Jenkins. You wouldn't think so; you wouldn’t so consider it? 

Secretary Srevens. I think the staff work would go right along, 
and presumably they would be in constant touch with them. They 
would give us additional information as it was available. No, I 
wouldn't say that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you belong to a social’club in New York City 
called the Merchants Club? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrys. I will ask you whether or not at the very inception 
of this matter you, as a member, made arrangements at the Merchants 
Club for the McCarthy committee to be entertained there, to get 
their meals there from time to time without any limitation, and that in 
the end the sum total of the bill was to be sent to you? 

Secretary Srevens. I said that I would like to have them use the 
club, which was near the courthouse, during that week that hearings 
were being held, which I think was the w eek of the 12th to the 16th of 
November; inc! lading the 13th and 14th when I was there. I wanted 
those facilities to be available to the Senator and his staff if they 
wanted to use them. 

Mr. Jenkins. Then your answer to my question is “Yes.” 

Secretary Stevens. Yes. 

Mr. Jenxins. That he, investigating you or the Army, and his staff 
were to eat at your expense, without Tet, without hindrance, with no 
limitation. 

Did you think, Mr. Secretary, that it was within the bounds of 
propriety for you to do that ? 

Secretary Stevens. Completely. 

Mr. Jenkins. Completely ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. That was not done for the purpose of mollifying or 
pacifying him or anything? 

Senator Symrneton. I didn’t hear the question. Will you repeat 
it, counsel ? 

Mr. Jenxtns. I said the arrangements to have the Senator and his 
staff be his guests at his expense, eating and so forth, was not done for 
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the purpose of mollifying or pacifying the Senator to get him to sus- 
penc his investigation of Fort Monmouth. 

Senator Symineton. Thank you. 

Mr. Jenkins. What do you say about that? 

Secretary Srevens. I say it certainly was not done for that purpose, 
Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenkins. What purpose was it done for? 

Secretary Srevens. A friendly matter of convenience, when you get 
right down to it. 

Mr. Jenkins. Well, Mr. Stevens, there was quite a scene at Fort 
Dix on October 20, was there not ? 

Secretary Stevens. You mean Fort Monmouth. 

Senator McCarrny. I would like to request counsel, if he would, for 
fear the wrong impression may have been created, to ask the Secretary 
whether or not we ever accepted the invitation, whether we actually 
ate at the Merchants Club—— 

Mr. Jenxins. Did they or did they not avail themselves of that 
vrivilege ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. Yes; they did. 

Mr. Jenkins. They did? All right. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman, I would like—— 

Senator Munpr. This has to be a point of order, the Chair insists. 
Counsel has requested that he not be interrupted in his interrogatories 
except for a point of order. 

Senater Jackson. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. I will recognize Senator McCarthy if he has a 
point of order. 

Senator McCarrny. I have, Mr. Chairman. I would like—— 

Senator Munpr. What isthe point of order? Will youstate it first? 

Senator McCarruy. I am not sure if you and I have the same im- 
pression of what a point of order is. 

Senator Munpr. May I say that the Chair’s impression is that a 
point of order has to go to the relevancy and the materiality of 
questions. 

Senator McCarruy. Let the Chair decide whether this is a correct 
point of order. I would like very much that Mr. Jenkins question the 
Secretary as to whether or not we ever availed ourselves of that invi- 
tation when Mr. Stevens—— 

Senator Munpr. May the Chair say he would not construe that to 
be a point of order but it would be a perfectly proper question for 
Senator McCarthy to ask Mr. Stevens when he is cross-examining him. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman, could I finish my request. that 
counsel go into that matter because I think otherwise there will be the 
impression created that the Chair and the staff were eating at Mr. 
Stevens’ expense when he was not present. We were his guests on 
several occasions. He was our guest on several occasions. I think 
that should be cleared up. 

Senatcr Munpr. That would not come under the heading of a point 
of order eas far as the chairman is concerned. It is a proper question 
for Senator McCarthy to ask; it is a proper question for anybody to 
ask. But the rules of pr ocedure are that there be interruptions only 
for points of order. 

Senator Jackson, have you a point of order? 
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Senator Jackson. I have this point of order. I would like, and I 
think it is important, that a clarification be made as to the rules that 
apply to all of us up here at the head table. Do I understand 

Senator Symrnoeron. Can we fix the microphones so that the ques- 
tions are asked and understood ¢ 

Senator Jackson. Do I understand, Mr. Chairman, that [ can make 
a point of order and request that a question be asked by counsel ? 

Senater Munpr. The Chair has just ruled on that to say that. a point 
of order can be asked only dealing with questions of materiality or 
relevancy. So I would think not, on whether you could challenge any 
question being asked on that basis. 

Senator Jackson. I think these rules should be strictly enforced. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair has ruled on the point of order in con- 
formity with Senator Jackson’s position. Counsel may proceed. 

Mr. Jenxins. Now, Mr. Stevens, you have told about the events 
of October 20 when you say there was an explosion on the part of 
Roy Cohn; is that correct ? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. That was at Fort Monmouth ? 

Secretary Stevens. Fort Monmouth; yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. When he was not admitted to the holy of holies, so 
to speak ? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenxins. And you were told the substance of the statements 
made by Mr. Cohn on that occasion, were you not ? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Why, Mr. Stevens, did you see fit, considering your 
high office, to publicly there and in the presence of all who were con- 
vened, offer an apology for what you had considered a proper and 
correct act on your part ? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, first of all, it wasn’t public. 

Mr. Jenkins. It was in the presence of all those assembled there, 
was it not? 

Secretary Stevens. It was. 

Mr. Jenkins. That is what my question embraces. 

Secretary Srevens. Yes; but it was not a public statement. 

Mr. Jenkins. Why did you do that? 

Secretary Srevens. And also, the question came up about it the 
other day, about whether or not that was an apology, and I said I 
would like to think that over; that first I said it was, but I wasn’t 
sure that was exactly the right word. 

Mr. Jenxrns. May I read your testimony. It is brief, and the 
committee will decide whether it is an apology or not. 





Well, I said it was too bad there wasn’t time available at the door of the 
laboratory to make all of the necessary inquiries about who was cleared for 
what, and therefore I made that on-the-spot decision, and I certainly did not 
intend to offend anybody by it, but I did the best I could and I did not intend 
it as any offense to Mr. Cohn or anyone else. 

Mr. JENKINS. Was that in the nature of an apology, Mr. Secretary? 

Secretary Stevens. I would say that it was. 


Secretary Srevens. Will you read on, sir? 
Mr. Jenxrns (reading) : 


Very well, you may proceed. 
Secretary Stevens. I would say it was in the nature of an apology. 
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Now, if I am not reading correctly, I invite your counsel to come 
up here and check it. 

I don't know, sir. Iam trying to rethink that one over as to whether “apology” 
is the right word. I think that I had not done anything that was wrong on the 
one hand, and I felt it in my heart I had done what was right, and I tried to 
protect the interests of the United States. 

Now, that is it in full. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, the question is this: Why did you, in your 
exalted position as head of the Army, so to speak, there on that 
occasion, after you had done what you said was right and proper, 
in the presence of all those assembled humble yourself, so to speak, 

‘ kowtow to this young man, and make that statement, whether it 
coda be construed as an apology or not, if it wasn’t designed, if it 
wasn’t a part of a pattern on your part to at all times keep the good 
will of the McCarthy committee so that they would lay off of you 
and Fort Monmouth? What is your explanation of that? 

Secretary Srevens. My explanation is that it was part of my desire 
to work with the committees of Congress. I had no thought, in trying 
to smooth over the feelings of Mr. Cohn, that I was in any way 
attempting to stop the investigation. I think from the latter part 
of the language you read from my previous testimony, that that 
word “apology” hit me pretty fast, and as I look back on it, Mr. 
Jenkins, I am not sure I know exactly what the right word to use 
cn the darned thing is. I think it was—I know it was an effort on 
my part to smooth over a situation which had gotten a little bit out 
of hand as far as Mr. Cohn was concerned, and I guess we have all 
been faced with situations like that, where we tried to make some 
appropriate remark that would make the fellow who feels he was 
oifended feel a little bit better about it, and that is what I attempted 
to do. The word that applies to it, I leave to you, sir, in those 
circumstances: 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you know a lieutenant named Corr? 

Secretary Stevens. I met him, and I don’t know him. 

Mr. Jenkins. Have you learned that when that alleged explosion 
took place, and I wasn’t there, and I don’t know what was said, that 
a lieutenant in the Army named Corr went to a high-ranking officer 
there, and said, “Why do we have to take such insults from Mr. Cohn; 
why do we have to cater to him?” and have you learned that young 
man said that? 

Secretary Stevens. I heard that. 

Mr. Jenxins. Have you promoted him? 

Senator McCretian. Let us get his answer, and I don’t know what 
he said. 

Senator Munpr. To the last question. 

Secretary Stevens. As far as I know he has not been promoted. 

Senator SymineTon. Can we identify whom we are talking about? 

Secretary Stevens. He is the aide to General Lawton, the com- 
manding general. 

Senator Symrneton. Apparently the Democratic microphones 
aren’t working; they are getting a little better now. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, Mr. Secretary, we have discussed the ques- 
tion of whether or not you sought to discredit the McCarthy com- 
mittee, and the other charge is ‘that you sought improperly to stop 
its investigation of Fort Monmouth. 
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I read you now an excerpt from your testimony given last Friday, 
and I ask you to state whether or not it is correct, to wit: 

Now, at the luncheon, I discussed with them the Fort Monmouth investigation, 
and I told them that I felt that it had served its purpose. 

What does that mean if it doesn’t mean that you told them that it 
was at an end or should be suspended ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. By that I meant, Mr. Jenkins, that it served 
the purpose of certainly bringing this Bins to the forceful attention 
of the Ly. ‘partment of the Army, and the Secretary, and all of us. 
That is what I meant by “served its purpose,” as I think you will find 
there. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now let me read on and see if that is what it means. 

That we were on top of everything that they had given us, and we were 
following up, and we had had information on every name that had been turned 
up anyway, and that I wanted to have the Army carry out, and if you will, 
subject of this committee, in the sense that I said I would render progress 
reports as to how we were doing. 

That, in substance, is what you said, and—— 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. And I repeat, wasn’t that a request for a suspension 
by the Senator of his activities? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, as I have explained before, sir, I didn’t 
like this hammering of the Army over the head, and that is the thing 
that was bothering me, and it wasn’t the investigation itself. I 
wanted the Army to handle this, and try to get the situation back into 
reasonable perspective insofar as the public was concerned. 

In addition, we had a morale problem. 

Mr. Jenkins. All right, do you recall that their charges, some men- 
tion is made about you appealing to the Senator personally on the idea 
that you would be driven from your job if he didn’t quit and let you 
alone and discontinue his investigation ? 

Secretary STEVENS. I testified on Friday that if this thing was pur- 
sued and the erroneous impression was getting out to the public, if 
that was continued, that it could well result in driving me from office. 

Senator McCarthy said that that isn’t what he wanted. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you remember the specifications in his charge that 
you at the Pentagon in your oflice told the McCarthy committee that 
if they did not lay off of you and discontinue these inv estigations that 
you had been in office only 10 months and it would result in your dis- 
missal from office? Was such a charge made by them ? 

Secretary Srevens. That language, Mr. Jenkins, I do not accept 
at all. 

Mr. Jenkins. But that is the charge made in substance in the 
writing, in the specification ? 

Secretary Stevens. And I do not accept it at all. 

Mr. Jenxins. I understand that. Now let us see how close, Mr. 
Secretary, you come to having made that statement. I repeat your 
testimony of last Friday. This is Secretary Stevens: 

It isn’t cut off, Mr. Jenkins, but I think this is important, that in respect to the 
matter that I mentioned before, namely, the hammering over the head of the 
Army persistently, creating the impression that there was espionage in a big 
way at Fort Monmouth which T say was not so, that I told Senator McCarthy 
and his assvciates that I had been in office for 10 months, and I had some 
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responsibilities that I had assumed, and that if they kept on with these headlines 
which in my opinion were utterly unfair, that they could drive me out of office 
if they wanted to. 

You did say that, Mr. Secretary? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir; I certainly did, and I stand on it. 

Mr. Jenkins. Wasn’t that, Mr. Stevens, a personal appeal to a 
United States Senator and the members of his staff to at least sus- 
pend, which I believe you have already admitted you asked them to 
dot Wasn’t this an additional appeal to quit or suspend so that you 
could continue your tenure of oflice beyond that 10-month period ? 

Secretary Stevens. I wasn’t thinking a thing about my tenure of 
office, Mr. Jenkins. I didn’t ask for this position. 

Mr. Jenkins. I understand that, but why did you mention it? You 

said you had been in office only 10 months. 

Secretary Srevens. I wanted to have the Department of the Army 
and the United States Army treated fairly, and I felt it was not being 
treated fairly. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was this investigation of Fort Monmouth an unfair 
treatment of the Army, considering the results obtained ? 

Secretary Srevens. The results so far as the publicity was con- 
cerned were extremely unfair. 

Mr. Jenkins. But as far as the results obtained outside of the pub- 
licity, was it unfair to the Army? 

Secretary Stevens. Oh, no; it was not unfair to the Army to speed 
up the suspension by a certain length of time of a certain number of 
cases. That was perfectly O. K. But it was not fair to the Army, 
and it was not fair to the American people, to create in the minds of 
the public and of the services the idea that there was a lot of current 
espionage going on at Fort Monmouth when such was not the case. 

Senator Munpr. Counsel advises he wants to start on another line 
of questioning. It is 12:30, so we will suspend until 2: 30 this after- 
noon. 

(Whereupon, at 12:30 p. m., the hearing was recessed until 2:30 
p. m. of the same day.) 


Xx 





